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CE N fER FOR APPLIED URBAN HE.~EARCH 
of 
APPLIED URBAN RESEARCH 
VOLUME IX, Number 6 July, 1981 
omaha Area Demographic Change 1970-80 
By David R. DiMartino 
Compilations by jim Farho 
Cartography by Jason Chen 
and Eric Myers 
This is the second issue of the 
Review of Applied Urban Research 
devoted to the findings of the 1980 
Census of Population and Housing. 
Data currendy available include 
population and housing counts and 
population differentiated by race 
and Spanish origin. More detailed 
data (age specific, sex specific, etc.) 
are not yet available but should 
be released by the Census Bureau 
in late summer or early autumn. 
CAUR will report these more 
detailed data in the Review as they 
become available. 
DATA from the 1980 Census ofPopu· lation and Housing are confirming 
and adding detail to the anticipated 
demographic trends of the 1970's. This 
issue of the Review examines those 
demographic trends for Omaha and 
Douglas County. With 311,681 people 
in 1980, Omaha included nearly one-fifth 
(19.9 percent) of Nebraska's 1,5 70,006 
people. Furthermore, Douglas County 
included one-quarter (25.3 percent) of 
the state's population, and the Nebraska 
portion of the Omaha SMSA 1 (Douglas 
and Sarpy Counties) included nearly one· 
t hird (30.8 percent) of the stare's popu-
lation. With such a sizeable proportion of 
Nebraska's population in its primary 
service and processing center, Omaha's 
changing demographics should be of 
general interest across the state. 
Metropolitan Omaha 
The city of Omaha lost 35,248 resi-
dents, approximately 10 percent of its 
population, during the decade of the 
1970's. 2 That population loss poses very 
real problems for the legal jurisdiction of 
Omaha, including a loss of tax base, 
buying power, etc. However, dwelling 
only upon that jurisdictional loss mis-
represents the reality of demographic 
changt: 111 tht: socio-t:conomic area known 
as "Omaha." Moreover, labeling Omaha 
as a population "loser" creates a self-
defeating (perhaps self-perpetuating) 
image of an otherwise vital urban center. 
The broader reality is that the socio-
economic area known as "Omaha" 
extends well beyond the city limits, 
and that larger area experienced consid-
erable population growth during the 
1970's. The three-county Omaha SMSA 
gained nearly 30,000 residents from 1970 
to 1980, a 5.1 percent increase. (See 
Table 1 .) The two-county portion of the 
Omaha SMSA on the Nebraska side of 
the Missouri River (Douglas and Sarpy 
Counties) demonstrated an even greater 
gain in population, with an increase of 
30, 442 residents or 6 .5 percent. Thus, 
the metropolitan complex, including 
Omaha and its vicinity, experienced a 
healthy population increase during the 
1970's. 
Sarpy County experienced the greatest 
numerical and percentage gains in popu-
lation during the 1970's among both 
the Omaha SMSA counties and the 
counties o f the eastern Nebraska area. 
(See Table 1.) Though not as great as 
its 1960's population gain ( 111 .6 per-
cent) , Sarpy County grew substantially 
during the 1970's (29.9 perct:nt). A 
TO THE READER 
Several words of caution are 
appropriate to the discussion of the 
1980 Census data and this report. 
First, the census data reported here 
are "final." The data on race and 
Spanish origin are considered 
"provisional" by the Census Bureau, 
however. Data changes are possible 
due tu ckrical erron; or jurisdic· 
tional challenges in the courts. The 
data for Omaha and vicinity can 
be expected to remain essentially 
unchanged though jurisdictional 
reassignment of a segment of the 
population will occur. 
The 1980 Census data are 
arrayed for Douglas County by 
census tract in this report. Cate-
gories of population change and 
racio-ethnic composition are also 
constructed for purposes of com-
parison across the area. A second 
caution is appropriate : both the 
number of categories and the range 
of each category will influence 
the patterns portrayed by the data. 
A related word of caution con-
cerns the base unit used to map 
the data. While the 1980 Census 
data are available for units as small 
as census blocks in Douglas County, 
this report examines the data by 
cen~us tracts (city subareas designed 
to include 4,000 inhabitants on the 
average) . Considerable variation can 
exist within census tracts, so the 
reader should not draw con· 
elusions for areas smaller than a 
census tract (e.g., neighborh oods) 
from the data reported here. 
Pa t" 2 
poruon of that population gruwth mu~t 
bc attributed to economic anJ demo· 
graphic growth within Sarpy County 
itself, but a portion can also be accounted 
for by economic growth (job~) in and 
population spillover from Douglas 
County. 3 
Population gain 111 Douglas County 
during the 1970's appears rathcr meager 
when expressed as a percen tage; Douglas 
County's 2.2 percent increase in popu-
lation ranks last among the eastern 
Nebraska counties listed in Table I. 
When the same counties are ranked by 
numerical change, however, Douglas 
County is second in population gain, 
with an increase of 8,429 rcsidents.4 
The different perspective gained by 
ranking numerically is due, of course:, 
to the relatively different population 
bases in different counties. 
While the city of Omaha lost popu-
lation during the 1970's, metropolitan 
Omaha experienced considerable popu-
lation growth. The remajnder of this 
report wiJI focus on the Omaha/Douglas 
County portion of the metropolitan 
area in order to examine demographic 
cha ngc 111 anJ arou nd the city of Omaha 
during the 1970's. 
Omal1a and Douglas County 
The pattern of populatio n change in 
Omaha and Douglas County during the 
1970's was complex and variable. How-
ever, a number of generalizations can be 
made about those changes when the data 
are displayed by census tract. This report 
examines the Douglas County data for 
total population change, population 
change due ro natural increase, and 
population change due to residential 
mobility.5 
In general, the pattern of total popu· 
lation change by census tract in Douglas 
County during the 1970's demonstrates 
losses in the east and gains in the west. 
(See Table 2 and Maps 1, 2, and 3.) By 
contrast, the pattern of population 
change due to natural change alone 
(computed from birth and death 
records- unadjusted for tract boundary 
changes) shows gains in nearly all census 
tracts (95 of 104) across the county 
during the decade. (See Table 2 and Map 
MAP 1 
4 .)6 Finally, the pattt:rn of population 
change due to residential mobility 
(including relocations within the county 
and moves into or out of the county) 
demonstrates an east·to-west pattern 
similar to total population change but 
with greater population losses over a 
greater number of census tracts. (See 
Table 2 and Map 5 .) 
Total Population Change 
A closer examination of total popu-
lation change by census tract across 
Omaha and Douglas County demonstrates 
that changes were fairly substantial by 
tract (Table 2 and Maps 2 and 3). All but 
one census tract (Census Tract 74.10) 
experienced population changes in excess 
of 100 persons during the 1970's. No 
census tract experienced less than a 1.0 
percent population change during the 
decade, and only 11 census tracts (10 
percent of all census tracts) experienced 
less than a 10 percent change. 
Of the total 105 census tracts in 
Douglas County, 27 gained population 
while 78 lost. All but one of the losing 
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Population ga111~ h) c.:n~u ~ rr;.u: t 
ranged fn>m .1 low of I 16 pt:r~ons (111 
Cemus Tract 7 -1- .09) to a high of 9 , 1-1-7 
person~ (in Cen~us Tract 74 . 1 7 ). The 
average gain among tlw~e et:nsus tracts 
inneasing in populatwn was 2,456 
peopk. Proportionall y , population 
incn:ases by tract rang.:d from a 2.8 
pt:n:ent gain (in Census Traer 65 .02) to 
a 1,909.6 pen.:cnt gain (in Ccmus Traer 
47.1 7) . 
Population losses by census tract 
ranged from a low of H8 persons (in 
Census Tract 74.1 0) to a htgh of 1 ,650 
persons (in Census Tract 8) . The avt:ragc 
loss was 742 persons. Peret:ntage popu-
lation losses by tract ranged from 5. 7 
percent (in Census Tract 68.02 and 70) 
to 70.5 percent (in Census Tract 5) . 
Census tracts with the largest numerical 
changes in population during the 1970's 
arc not necessarily those with the greatest 
percentage changes for the decade. 
(Compare Maps 2 and 3.) 7 Numerically, 
tracts with the largest population gains 
(5,000 or more people per census tract) 
in Douglas County were concentrated 
west of 96th Street, parttcularly to the 
west and southwest of the City of 
Omaha. (See Map 2.) The greatest per-
centage gains (100 percent or more , a 
doubling of the population) covered 
much of the same area, but included 
areas farther north (Census Tract 73 .06) 
and northeast (Census Tract 7 3.04) and 
extended less westerly (excluding Census 
Tract 7 5 in the western part of the 
county). (Sec Map 3.) The most dramatic 
population increases occurred, therefore, 
in the areas immediately west, southwest, 
and northwest of the city of Omaha- areas 
of recent suburbanization. 
The pattern of population losses across 
Douglas County was somewhat more 
variable for the decade. (See Maps 2 and 
3 .) Numerically, census tracts with loss.:s 
of 1,000 or more wert: all ltKated east 
of 96th Street, and all but four were 
locatt:d cast of 72 Strt:t:t and nonh of 
Pat:ific Street (excepuons bnng thrt:t: 
tracts in south Omaha and ont: in ~(>lith· 
wc:st Omah.t) . The grcatc~t populauun 
l u~~es by trau ( 111 t·x ct:s~ o l I ,500 people) 
th.:c:urred in onl y four ct·nsus tra ct ~ 111 tWll 
se parate: .trc:a~ Ct:nsu s Trat·ts 5 , H, and 
60 in norrhca~ t OmallJ , and Cc:n~u ~ Tran 
69 .01 in southwt:~t 0111a h.t. Th e los~c~ 
in north c:a ~t Omaha arc due: t<> overall 
population l t >S~c: ~ . tncludlllg th,· ! .. s~ uf 
Page 3 
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Utoll!JI<IS J !J /.!:sH4 Sdrpy 19.815 S.trpy 29.9 
S.trpy 86 .015 Douglas 8 .4 29 Waslltngton 16.5 
U< h J~tJ 3~.847 Cass 2.221 Cuss 12.3 
cd~s 20.29 7 Washington 2. 198 Sau ndtJrs 10.0 
Sc~u11ders 18,716 Saunders 1.698 OocJgtJ 3 .1 
W"sflingtun 1b.!J08 Dodge 1,065 lJougl dS 2.2 
Pottawatwmie . 491 Pu ttdwa lld111ie . 0.6 
Oll>dha SMSA.f!/ 570 .399 
Omaha SMSA in Nl: g/483.899 
City of Oll>dll.t 3 11.681 
Omaha SMSA in NE 28.244 Omc~h a SMSA in NE 6 .2 
Omaha SMSA 27.753 Omaha SMSA 5.1 
City o f Omaha -35 .248 CitY of Ornahc~ -10.2 
~================================================~ 
iJ./ 111clucJ es Dougl..,s. Pottawattarnie and Sarpy Counties. 
!;1/ 111c ludes Douglas <tnd Sarpy Counties. 
Source of da ta is P. L. 94-171 Report for Nebrast..a. U.S. Bureau of the Census. 
whole hou~eholds, while the losses in 
southwest Omaha arc attributable to the 
aging of households in older suburbs with 
the departure of young people but the 
continued residency of o lder persons. 
The greatest percentage losses in popu-
lation (50 percent or more, a halving of 
the population) occurred in three distinct 
areas- northeast of Carter Lake (Census 
Tract 5), north of the Central Business 
District (Census Tracts, 11, 13.01, and 
1 5), and within the commercial/industrial 
belt south of Interstate 80 in southwest 
Omaha (Census Tract 74.10). These were 
each areas of population displacement 
due to non-residential land use develop-
ment. 
Population losses by census tract of 
25 w 50 percent (one-fourth to one-half 
the 1970 population) occurred predomi-
nantly along a diagonal area extending 
southeast to northwest from the vicinity 
of Interstate 80 as it crosses the Missouri 
H. ivcr ru Fort Street between Florence 
Boulevard and 48th Street. 
Natural Change 
The pattern of natural change- i.e., 
change attributable to the balance of 
births and deaths- across Douglas County 
during the 1970's was very different from 
that of total population change. All but 
nim· c:t:nsus tracts gained population due 
to n.Jtural incn:ast: alone during the 
det:aik .H Numt:rically. popularion gains 
due to llJtu ral incrt·asc by census tract 
ranged up to inneases of 2,909 pt:oplc. 
Percentage ga111~ r.tngcd up to 88.8 
percent (111 Ct· n~u~ Tracts 7-1- .16/7 -J. . J 7 / 
H . I H). 
l'opul.llicm lo~~t·~ due to natural 
rhangt: varinl among rlH· nint: losing 
tr;tl'l~ to .t lllaX111ll lll1 los~ of 345 pcoplt:. 
Percentage losses ranged up to 20.3 
percent (in Census Tract 18). 
With few exceptions, the pattern of 
census tracts with the greatest rates 
of gain (greater than 20 percent) formed 
a C-shaped area at and beyond the 
western and southwestern boundary of 
the City of Omaha. This was the area of 
rapid suburbanization during the 1970's 
with a large influx of young, child-bearing 
families. Rates of increase were nearly 
as great (10 to 19.9 percent) north and 
west of that C-shaped area and in a few 
tracts east of the area. 
The relatively few census tracts 
experiencing population losses due to 
natural change were located east of 
42nd Strt"et. All but three of the nine 
losing tracts were concentrated in an 
area in or near Omaha's Central Business 
District, east of 33rd Street between 
Pacific Avenue and Cuming Street. 
Migration Change 
The pattern of population change 
attributable to residential mobility was 
generally repetitive of the pattern of 
total population change in Douglas 
County during the 1970's. 9 The pattern 
of populatio n change due to mobility 
showed losses in the east and gains in 
the west but with greater losses over more 
census tracts than for total po pulation 
change. 
Out of 94 t:cn~u~ tracts (or census tract 
groupings- sec footnote 8) exa mined, 11 
(11. 7 percent) ga111cd population due w 
residential mohilll }' while 83 (88 .3 per-
t-ent) lost popuiJtto n. Mobility popu-
lation gain~ ranged up to 18.-1-59 people: 
( in C:t:nsus Trans 74.16/74 . 17/ 7-1- .18). 
l'rupunionally, gatns dut: to mobility 
ranged up t<> I ,007 p.:rn·nr (in Ct:nsus 
(' u,·t, 7 ·1 l ll /7-1- . 17 / 7-l I t>) l'"l'lllll tll tl 
I'""·~ ungnl up to 2,5 12 l<' ' i<k ll t' (I ll 
( . e n~u ~ T rJ l' l oY .OI ) , .tlld l''"l" ll llll lt .dh' 
I.J IIgcd up tu 7 7 .0 pcrc~·n t ( Ill t 'en~u ' 
l'raL'l 7 -J. . Ill) . 
The pattern ot pcrt'ent .Jgc· I'''J1u l.tt l• >ll 
g.1111S dut: to m o bility wa~ nH >~l lll,trk ed 
( lt l(l pn,·e n t .. r lll ll lcl 111 l \\<1 ~q•.t r; • tc· 
Inti ltl·.trlo\ .t rt.i' . T he: l trs t .111d ~111 .tlkr 
.lt l'.l 1 ~ ]o ,·.ll c:d ~ou1h ol ~nu tlt\\ t'~t Ont .tllJ 
(\uu th 111 I ~ t rn· t lrum H-1-th ~tree ! tll 
ln tn,t.ll<' HO). I he urhn lll <ll'e e:-.rt:nsive 
.trLI " lu Lt tc•d wuh111 the: lint: of ccn~u~ 
t r.l ll ~ \\ nl ot the city betwt:en Fun 
TAB LE 2 
Su cct o n the north a nd the Sarpy County 
l111e 
The: pau.:rn of population lo~ses du e 
to re~tdenual mobi lity was distributed 
t: \' t:n more wtddy anu~s Omaha and 
Dougla~ Count y than total populHion 
lussc~. The di stribution of pert:entage 
POPIJLATIUN C II ~\Nl ol IN DOUG LAS COU NTY. BY CENSUS TRACT. 1970-19130 
--- -
Pen.:cn ldHC Pert cn t.Jue Percentage Percentdge 
Ptlpul,n iun PtJPUI.t ti on Population Population 
Clldllge Chdnge Change Change 
Pop<lidlion 19/0 1980 1970-19130 Population 1970-1980 1970-1980 
To tal Ctl<.t ngLJ Due to Due 10 To tdl Chang<! Due to Due to 
Census Populati on 1970-1980 Nd turul Res i<.J., nti il l Census Po pulc11ion 1970-1980 Natural Residential 
Tracts 1980 No. % Clhtnye Moves Tracts 1980 No. % Change Moves 
2 4 ,814 -723 -13 1 2.6 -15.7 54 3.836 -543 ·12 .4 12.0 -24.4 
3 2.727 -527 16.2 8 .4 -24.6 55 5 ,466 -948 -14.8 6 .1 -20.9 
4 2.51 3 ·527 -17 3 5 .2 22.5 56 4.41 3 -962 ·17.9 5.5 -23.4 
5 678 -1,620 70.5 2.9 -73.4 57 4 ,679 -948 -16.8 9.5 -23.0 
6 2.232 -1.341 -37.5 b.6 -43.1 58 4 .819 -963 -16.7 10. 7 -27.3 
7 1,697 -1.445 -46.0 4.5 -50.4 59.01 2.997 -474 -13.7 13.0 ·26.6 
8 2 ,354 ·1.650 -41 .2 10.6 -51.8 59.02 3,043 -811 ·21.0 10.5 -31.6 
9 1,165 -794 -40.5 9 .0 -47.0 60 4.439 1,533 -25.7 5 .0 -30.7 
10 1.555 -622 -28.6 9 .1 -37.6 61.01 3,051 -399 -1 1.6 16.0 -27.6 
11 1,238 ·1,300 -51.2 -0.4 -50.8 61 .02 4.876 -1,290 ·20.9 10.6 -3 1.6 
12 1.424 -817 -36 .5 14.3 -50.7 62.01 524 -386 -42.4 3.3 -45.7 
13.01 593 -855 59.0 5.6 -64.6 62.02 5 .1 33 -997 -16.3 6 .8 -23.0 
13.02 589 -131 -18.2 3.4 -21 .5 63 9,746 380 4.1 10.4 -6 .3 
14 363 -290 -44 .4 8.2 -52.5 64 5.659 -1,293 -18.6 7.2 -25.7 
15 523 -689 -56.8 1.9 -58.7 65.01 7.262 219 3.1 5.8 ·2 .7 
16 2.1 13 -642 -23.3 -6 .1 -17 .3 65.02 5,554 153 2.8 11 .7 -8 .9 
17 876 -690 -44.1 -19.1 -25.0 66.01 7.356 -655 
-8.2 f 7.6 f -10.5 18 1.134 -566 -33.3 -20.3 -1 3.0 6602 4.729 282 6.3 
19 1,817 -591 -24.5 -7.0 -17 .6 67.01 4,008 -594 -12.9 3.0 -15.9 
20 2.675 -694 -20.6 3.4 ·24.0 67.02 5.083 2.617 106.1 11 .3 94 .8 
21 2,213 -435 -16.4 2.3 ·18.7 68.01 5 ,978 -755 11 .2 1.7 -12.9 
22 1.815 -727 -28 .6 1.8 -30.4 68.02 3 ,818 -231 -5.7 3 .5 ·9 .1 
23 2,211 -81 2 -26.9 13.7 -40.5 69.01 6 .273 -1.510 -19.4 12.9 -32.0 
24 3.154 -528 -14.3 3.1 -17.4 69.02 7.993 -861 ·9 .7 6 .7 -16.4 
25 2.431 -424 -14.9 2.2 -17.1 70 9 .504 -571 -5.7 9 .7 -15.3 
26 1,992 -367 -15.6 4.7 -20.2 71 7.025 -619 -8.1 10.7 -18 .8 
27 2 ,007 -533 -2 1.0 3.7 -24.6 73.03 2,023 392 24 0} } 28 2 ,882 -746 ·20.6 4 .7 -25.2 73.04 1,606 843 11 0.5 29 4.331 -1.077 -19.9 8 .4 ·28.3 73.05 3 ,333 1,357 68.7 19.0 61 .7 30 6.21 2 -1.369 -18.1 4.0 -22.0 73.06 2,369 2.222 1,511 .6 
31 3 ,397 -804 -19.1 5.4 -24.b 73.07 2.146 314 17.1 
32 1,970 -721 -26.8 ·0 .2 -26.7 74 .03 3,770 -419 ·10.0 12.5 22 .4 
33 2.200 -622 -22.0 7.8 ·29.8 74.04 5 ,315 2.201 70.7 8.9 61.8 
34.01 3.449 -1.173 ·25.4 7.5 -32.9 74.05 627 -365 -36.8 8.2 -45.0 
34.02 2,642 -600 -18.5 4 .5 -22.9 74.06 5.428 3,703 214.7 30.1 184.6 
35 4,728 -773 -14 .1 4 .1 -18.1 74.07 3,905 636 19.5 17.0 2.5 
36 4,690 -786 -14.4 4 .7 -19.0 74.08 5.192 845 19.4 21.0 -1.6 
37 2.832 -641 · 18 .5 1 2 -19.7 74.09 1,644 116 7.6 19.6 -12.0 
38 4.480 -977 17.9 3 .4 -2 1.3 74 .10 47 -88 65.2 11 .9 -77 0 
39 2 ,306 -450 -16.3 7 0 23.2 74.11 5,689 1,476 35.0 20.3 14.8 
40 2 ,040 -533 20 7 9 I 11 .0 74 .14 12.422 2. 180 21 3 f 24 .5 f 43.0 41 783 -543 -41 0 10 0 31 0 74.15 7.469 5.837 357.7 
42 1 .550 -344 18.2 48 22 9 74.16 6 .067 5,347 742.6 ) } 43 2 ,755 -493 15.2 09 14 3 74.17 9.626 9, 147 1.909 .6 f 88.8 1.00/.0 44 1,940 -26 1 11 9 511 17 3 74.18 6 .226 5,592 882.0 
45 3 .41 b -497 12 7 02 12.9 74 19 6.632 4 .449 203 8 f 23 1 f 47 6 46 2.609 204 73 69 ' 14 1 74 20 6,:;!81 898 16.7 
4 7 2.483 -318 11 4 2 1 13 5 74 21 8 .21 3 6 .907 ~28 .'J f f 48 4 ,674 848 15 4 48 20 1 74 22 6 .681 2.099 •I!.J.H 4 1. 5 111.!) 
49 4 ,858 1,001 17 1 89 -26 0 7':J t :l .4',/ 6 .10 1 H2 !J 11 7 71 3 
50 4 ,097 1.0 76 20 8 4 9 25 7 -- --- -----
5 1 3 ,066 1,0 13 -24 8 101 34 9 Umalld 3 11.GH1 .J•,.?48 10 / NA NA 
~2 2.826 ~H4 1 7 1 20 3 37 4 Douqtd~ CCJ 39 /.8Bt1 H,4:!Y ?:.! 8 9 6B 
~3 2 ,314 883 27 6 10 B 38 4 Nebr<r~~ il 1 .!dO.OUG HG.21b !J B NA NA 
----- -- - ---- ------- --- ----
Source o f ln"e popuiJ ti on lidlil h i'. l . 94 1 / 1 Hupcu l fcor Nel>r.o s ~ .. . tJ.S. Hu rr:;.;u o f 1i1•: Cr · 11 ~u s. 
So11rc l) of birth and uedlh stalbli t:s i~ Urn .. lrd/Uouql"' C<H Jn ty l lt;<J itll Ut:piJrtnoenl. 
MAP 2 
POPULATION CHANGE IN DOUGLAS COUNTY, 
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MAP 3 
PERCENT POPULATION CHANGE IN DOUGLAS COUNTY 
BY CENSUS TRACT, 1970 - 1980 
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MAP 4 
PERCENT POPULATION CHANGE DUE TO NATURAL INCREASE, 
BY CENSUS TRACT, 1970 1980 
losses due to mobility by census tract 
yielded two areas of most dramatic decline 
(over 50 percent out-movement). These 
included the industrial zone in southwest 
Omaha (Census Tract 74.10) and the 
area north of Omaha's Central Business 
District from Cuming Street north to 
Ames Avenue, east of 30th Street (Census 
Tracts 5, 7, 8, 11 , 12, 13.01, 14, and 15). 
The areas of 25 to 50 percent population 
loss due to migration were distributed 
predominantly east of 72nd Street but 
with twice as many tracts located north 
of Dodge Street as south of Dodge. 
Race and Ethnicity 
The 1980 Census data include the 
self-identification of Omaha/Douglas 
County residents by race and by ethnicity 
for persons of Spanish origin.1 0 
White. White residents constituted 
85.4 percent of Omaha's population and 
87.8 percent of Douglas County's resi-
dents in 1980 (compared to 94.8 percent 
in Nebraska but 83.2 percent in the:: 
U.S.). (See Table 3.) Whites decreased 
as a proportion of the total population in 
both Omaha and Douglas County 
between 1970 and 1980. Omaha's white 
population experienced a percentage loss 
of 14.3 percent and Douglas County 
whites a percentage loss of 0.8 percent 
Distributionally , whites continued to 
constitute a majority of residents in 90 
of the 105 census tracts (86 percent) in 
Douglas County; the 15 census tracts 
with less than a white majority are 
located as a group in northeast Omaha. 
(See Map 6A.) 
Non-white. Non-whites constituted 
14.6 percent of Omaha's population and 
12.2 percent of Douglas County residents 
in 1980; this compares to a 5.1 percent 
non-white population in Nebraska but 
16.8 percent for the U.S. as a whole. 
(See Table 3.) The City of Omaha alone 
included two-thirds (66.6 percent) of 
all non-whites in Nebraska, and Douglas 
County included 71 percent of Nebraska's 
non-whites. 
Non-whites increased as a proportion 
of tht:. total population in both Omaha 
and Douglas County during the 1970's. 
Omaha's non-white population increased 
by 24.2 percent from 1970 to 1980, and 
Douglas County's non-whites increased 
by 30.7 percent. These rates compare 
to a 35.2 percent gain in non-whites for 
Nebraska as a whole. 
Disrributionally, non-whites were 
highly concentrated with in relatively few 
Ill 10.0 . 20.0%} 
5.0 · 9.9% Lon 
0.0 . 4.9% 
• 
0 0 . 4 .9% ( 
5
·
0 
· 
9
·9% Gain 
10.0 . 19.9% 
20.0 ·100.0% 
Omaha/Douglas County census tracts. 
While the proportion of non-whites per 
census tract ranged widely from 0.0 
percent (in Census Tract 74.10) to 96.8 
percent (in Census Tract 10) , 91.9 per-
cent of all non-whites in Douglas County 
were located east of 72nd Street in 1980. 
(See Map 6A.) In fact, nearly half (47.2 
percent) of Omaha's non-whites and 44.3 
percent of Douglas County's non-whites 
resided within the 15 census tracts in 
northeast Omaha with a majority of 
residents non-white. 
Black. Blacks were the largest of the 
non-white groups in Omaha in 1980. 
Blacks constituted 12.1 percent of 
Omaha's population and 10.0 percent of 
Douglas County residents in 1980. In 
Nebraska as a whole, blacks totaled only 
3.1 percent of the population, and 
Omaha was the largest center of black 
population in the state with 78.2 percent 
of blacks. (See Table 3.) 
Blacks increased as a proportion of t he 
total population in both Omaha and 
Douglas County during the 1970's but 
less dramatically than all non-whites. 
Omaha's black population increased 9 .9 
percent from 1970 to 1980, and Douglas 
County's blacks increased 14.7 percent. 
These rates compare to a 21.2 percent 
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gain in blacks for Nebraska as a whole. 
The distribution of blacks in Omaha/ 
Douglas County paralleled that for 
non-whites, since blacks constituted 83 
percem of all non-w hites in Omaha/ 
Douglas County. (See Map 68.) The black 
population, however , was even more 
concentrated within a relatively few 
census tracts than were all non-whites. 
A full 95 percent of blacks lived east of 
72nd Street, and 55 .3 percent of Omaha's 
blacks and 52.6 percent of Douglas 
County blacks lived within the 15 census 
tracts with a majority of their popula-
tions non-white. 
Indian. The American Indian popu-
lation in Omaha and Douglas County as 
a proportion of the total population was 
relatively small in 1980 (0.6 percent in 
Omaha and 0.5 percent in the county) 
but was comparable to the proportion in 
the state (0.6 percent) and nation (0.6 
percent). (See Table 3.) Even so, Omaha 
included 19.5 percent of all American 
Indians in the state, and Douglas County 
had 21.2 percent of the state total. 
The Indian population also showed 
dramatic gains during the decade, 
increasing 58.4· percent in Omaha, and 
63.1 percent in Douglas County, as 
opposed to 38.8 percent in Nebraska as 
a whole. 
Distributionally, the J\tnerican Indian 
population was less concentrated than 
other racial minorities in Omaha and 
Douglas County. While 83 percent of 
American Indians were located east of 
72nd Skeet, only one census tract had 
as m:tny. as 5 percent of its population 
identifie" as American Indian (Census 
Tract 14 with 7.7 PCircent). (See Map 
6C.) 
Spanish Origin. Persons of Spanish 
origin (Hispanics) constituted 2.3 percent 
of Omaha's population and 2.1 percent 
of Douglas County residents in 1980; 
this compares to 1.8 percent in Nebraska, 
but 6 .4 percent for the United States as a 
whole. The City of Omaha alone included 
over one-quarter (26.1 percent) of all 
Hispanics in Nebraska, and Douglas 
County included 29.4 percent o f this 
ethnic group. 
Hispanics increased as a proportion 
of the total population in both Omaha 
and Douglas County, as did other 
minorities, during the 1970's. Omaha's 
Hispanics increased 12.5 percent and 
Hispanics in Douglas County gained by 
16.8 percent; this compares to a 35.0 
percent gain in Nebraska and a 6.4 
percent gain in the United States as a 
whole. (See Table 3.) 
Distributionally, Hispanics were less 
concentrated into specific subareas of 
Omaha/Douglas County than were the 
racial minorities 111 1980; however, 
Hispanics demonstrated an increasing 
concentra tion in southeast Omaha. A 
relatively lessc:r 79 percent of Hispanics 
lived east of 72nd Street (relatively less 
than the racial minorities). Yet, a full 
one-quarter (25 .5 percent) of Douglas 
County Hispanics were located within the 
five contiguous census tracts in the 
southeast corner of the county and 43.2 
percent within twelve contiguous census 
tracts in that southeast location. 
Summary 
Results of the 1980 Census confirm 
the continued population growth of the 
Omaha metropolitan area. Also demon-
strated is a continuing dispersion of the 
population away from older residential 
areas within the City of Omaha to more 
recently developed locations outside the 
city limi~s. While population increases 
due to natural increase occurred across 
the city/county, residential mobility 
resulted i.'1 population growth to the 
west and population losses to the east. 
Whites continued to constitute the 
majority of the population in most census 
tracts, but minorities (both racial and 
Hispanic ethnic) increased in number 
and as a proportion of the total popu-
lation. Minorities continued to be rela-
tively more concentrated within the 
eastern area of Omaha/Douglas County. 
1The Census Bureau designates the demo-
graphic/economic area around each urban 
center of 50,000 or more residents as a 
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area 
(SMSA)-the designation soon to change to 
Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) . It does so 
in order to give an accurate portrayal of the 
socio-economic trends associated with the 
areas in and around urban centers. The Omaha 
SMSA encompasses a three county area, 
including two Nebraska Counties (Douglas 
and Sarpy) and one Iowa County (Potta-
wattamie). 
2
omaha's 1 0.2 percent population loss of 
the 1970's is in marked contrast to i ts 15.2 
percent gain of the 1960's. However, the 1960's 
were a time of substantial areal growth for 
Omaha, with the annexation of areas and their 
populations into the city's corporate boun-
daries. By contrast, the 1970's witnessed a 
far less active period of annexation for Omaha, 
with attendant population loss to areas beyond 
the city limits. Nevertheless, Omaha in 1980 
remained 10,083 residents ahead of its 1960 
population total. 
3The exact counts of people living in 
Sarpy County but working in Douglas County 
tn 1980 and those moving from Douglas to 
Sarpy County during the 1970's will not be 
known until more detailed Census data are 
released. 
4Douglas County excluding the City of 
Omaha gained over 43,000 residents during 
the 1970's, greater than a 100 percent gain in 
that limited area. 
5The boundaries of certain Omaha census 
tracts were changed between 1970 and 1980. 
In order to compare 1970 to 1980 data these 
changes had to be accounted for. John Zipay, 
of the Metropol itan Area Planning Agency 
(MAPA), furnished CAUR with the 1970 
census tract data adjusted to 1980 census tract 
boundaries, which enabled an accurate analysis 
of population change from 1970 to 1980. 
~he Census Bureau designated a total 
of 105 census tracts for Douglas County in 
1980. Census Tract 2.99 is a special case, 
however; it is a Coast Guard ship stationed at 
Omaha. Therefore, to include Census Tract 
2.99 in computations of natural change or 
residential mobility is inappropriate. 
7 Differences in the number and percent of 
change among census tracts is, in part, depen· 
dent upon their physical size and upon the 
population base of the tract in 1970. 
8Natural change was computed for this 
report using the records of births and deaths 
compiled at the Omaha/Douglas County Health 
Department. The percentage change in popu-
lation due to natural change was computed 
by subtracting deaths per census tract from 
births per census tract and then dividing the 
remainder by the 1970 population of the tract. 
Due to the format used to record births and 
deaths during the 1970 to 1979 period, several 
1980 census tracts had to be recombined to 
reform 1970 tracts in computing rates of 
natural change. (See Table 2.) 
9Population change due to residential 
mobility was computed by determining the 
balance of total population change after natural 
change. The rate of population change due to 
mobility was computed as: 
'80 Pop.- [('70 Pop.)+ (Nat. Change 1970-80)] 
1970 Pop. 
The rate of change due to mobility will exceed 
the total population change when total popu-
lation change is negative but natural change is 
positive. 
10Racial categories include: white, black, 
American lndian/Eskimo/A ieut, Asian/Pacific 
Islander, and other. the non-white category 
reported here includes all racial categories 
except white. A substantial change was imple· 
mented between 1970 and 1980 in the Census 
Bureau's procedure for tallying those who 
reported themselves as of Spanish origin on the 
race question. For 1970, people of Spanish 
origin who reported themselves as "other" 
in race were included predominantly in the 
white racial category. In 1980, those of Spanish 
origin reporting "other" race were coun ted 
as "other." As a result, persons of Spanish 
origin constituted 7 percent of other races 
in 1970 but 86 percent 111 1980; the "other" 
racial category was, therefore, 13 times larger 
for 1980 than 1970. Persons of Spanish orig in 
origin rem ain the most l ikely to be under· 
counted. 
MAP 5 
PERCENT POPULATION CHANGE DUE TO RESIDENTIAL MOBILITY 
BY CENSUS TRACT, 1970 - 1980 
A. Percent Population Gain Due to Residential Mobility 
B. Percent Population Loss Due to Residential Mobility 
1 . 15% 
25 49.9% 
m: so 99.9% 
(no census tracts recorded 
from 15.1 to 24.9 gain) 
1 . 14.9% 
15 . 24.9% 
:m 25 . 49.9% 
• 50 ·100% 
MAP 6 
MINORITY POPULATIONS IN DOUGLAS COUNTY, 
BY CENSUS TRACT, 1980 
- - r 
* 
A. Percent Non-White 
B. Percent Black 
• 80 ·100 
• 60 . 79.9 
gg 40 . 59.9 
20 . 39.9 
10 . 19.9 
* 5 . 9.9 
- Araa of 50.0% 
or more 
C. Percent Indian 
D. Percent Hispanic 
::::5.0 . 9 .9 
2.0 . 4.9 
.15.0+ 
.10.0 . 14.9 
:::: 5.0 . 9.9 
2.0 . 4.9 
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Census 
Tract 
2 
2 .99 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13.01 
13.02 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34.01 
34.02 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
61 
62 
63 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
69.01 
69.02 
60 
61 .01 
61 .02 
62.01 
62.02 
63 
64 
Total 
Population 
4,814 
20 
2,727 
2,513 
678 
2,232 
1,697 
2,354 
1 ,165 
1,555 
1.238 
1,424 
593 
589 
363 
523 
2,113 
876 
1,134 
1,817 
2,675 
2,213 
1,815 
2,211 
3,154 
2,431 
1,992 
2,007 
2,882 
4,331 
6,212 
3,397 
1,970 
2.200 
3,449 
2,642 
4,728 
4,690 
2,832 
4 ,480 
2,306 
2,040 
783 
1,550 
2,755 
1,940 
3,415 
2,609 
2,483 
4,674 
4,858 
4,097 
3,066 
2,826 
2,314 
3,836 
5,466 
4,413 
4,679 
4,819 
2,997 
3,043 
4,439 
3,051 
4,876 
524 
5,133 
9,746 
5,659 
~I. Less than .05%. 
TABLE 3 
THE POPULATION OF DOUGLAS COUNTY, BY CENSUS TRACT, 1980 
White 
No. % 
4,517 
18 
1,454 
2,382 
656 
939 
159 
265 
103 
49 
55 
69 
199 
354 
143 
103 
1,913 
755 
926 
1,639 
2,498 
2,011 
1,692 
2,099 
2,977 
2,316 
1,827 
1,663 
2,690 
2,481 
6,974 
3,290 
1,778 
2,036 
3,350 
2,587 
4,683 
4,616 
2,787 
4,310 
2,148 
1,898 
710 
1,449 
2,580 
1,876 
3,367 
2,564 
2,476 
4,537 
4,327 
3,711 
1,783 
312 
785 
2,045 
5,316 
4,360 
4,446 
3,454 
812 
401 
2,456 
1,452 
3,207 
610 
4,360 
6 ,740 
6,480 
93.8 
90.0 
53.3 
94.8 
96.8 
42.1 
9.4 
11.3 
8.8 
3.2 
4 .4 
4.8 
33.6 
60.1 
39.4 
19.7 
90.5 
86.2 
81.7 
90.2 
93.4 
90.9 
93.2 
94.9 
94.4 
95.3 
91.7 
82.9 
89.9 
57.3 
96.2 
96.9 
90.3 
92.5 
97.1 
97.9 
99.0 
98.4 
98.4 
96.2 
93.1 
93.0 
90.7 
93.5 
93.6 
96.7 
98.6 
97.9 
99.7 
97.1 
89.1 
90.6 
58.2 
11 .0 
33.9 
53.3 
97.3 
98.8 
95.0 
71.7 
27.1 
13.2 
55.3 
47.6 
65.8 
97.3 
84.9 
69.2 
96.8 
Race 
l Non-white No. % 
297 
2 
1,273 
131 
22 
1,293 
1,538 
2,089 
1,062 
1,606 
1,183 
1,355 
394 
235 
220 
420 
200 
121 
208 
178 
177 
202 
123 
112 
177 
115 
166 
344 
292 
1,850 
238 
107 
192 
164 
99 
55 
45 
74 
45 
170 
158 
142 
73 
101 
175 
64 
48 
56 
7 
137 
631 
386 
1,283 
2,614 
1,529 
1,791 
150 
53 
233 
. 1,365 
2,186 
2,642 
1,983 
1 ,599 
1,669 
14 
773 
3,006 
179 
6 .2 
10.0 
46.7 
5 .2 
3.2 
57.9 
90.6 
88.7 
91.2 
96.8 
95.6 
95.2 
66.4 
39.9 
60.6 
80.3 
9.5 
13.8 
18.3 
9 .8 
6 .6 
9.1 
6.8 
5 .1 
5.6 
4.7 
8.3 
17.1 
10.1 
42.7 
3.8 
3.1 
9 .7 
7 .5 
2.9 
2.1 
1.0 
1.6 
1.6 
3.8 
6.9 
7.0 
9.3 
6 .5 
6 .4 
3.3 
1.4 
2.1 
0.3 
2.9 
10.9 
9.4 
41.8 
89.0 
66.1 
46.7 
2.7 
1.2 
5.0 
28.3 
72.9 
86.8 
44.7 
52.4 
34.2 
2 .7 
15.1 
30.8 
3.2 
No. 
252 
2 
1,211 
73 
11 
1,220 
1,498 
2,039 
1,030 
1,476 
1,176 
1,326 
374 
204 
190 
396 
84 
69 
168 
66 
5 
13 
20 
22 
4 
4 
14 
5 
47 
1,266 
63 
20 
20 
23 
38 
1 
3 
3 
3 
53 
21 
64 
49 
39 
79 
31 
8 
16 
57 
354 
194 
1,101 
2,470 
1,464 
1,669 
91 
16 
179 
1,261 
2,146 
2,600 
1,891 
1,533 
1,588 
8 
699 
2,879 
51 
Non-white Sub11roups 
Black 
% 
5.2 
10.0 
44.4 
2.9 
1.6 
54.7 
88.3 
86.7 
88.4 
94.9 
95.0 
93.1 
63.1 
34.6 
52.3 
75.7 
4.0 
7.9 
14.8 
3.6 
0.2 
0.6 
1.1 
1.0 
0.1 
0.2 
0.7 
0.2 
1.6 
29.2 
1.0 
0.6 
1.0 
1.0 
1.1 I -~ 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 
1.2 
0.9 
3.1 
6.3 
2.5 
2 .9 
1.6 
0.2 
0.6 
1.2 
7.3 
4 .7 
35.9 
87.4 
63.3 
43.6 
1.7 
0.4 
3.8 
26.2 
71.6 
85.4 
42.6 
50.2 
32.6 
1.5 
13.6 
29.5 
0.9 
I Indian No. % 
24 
39 
20 
9 
48 
25 
22 
23 
28 
6 
23 
18 
23 
28 
19 
11 
18 
12 
62 
40 
29 
13 
16 
37 
11 
16 
24 
9 
91 
16 
17 
13 
64 
7 
10 
3 
11 
2 
30 
68 
24 
13 
19 
26 
7 
1 
1 
1 
11 
27 
33 
62 
23 
39 
30 
12 
9 
17 
19 
34 
42 
37 
26 
4 
34 
22 
16 
0.5 
1.4 
0.8 
1.3 
2.2 
1.5 
0.9 
2.0 
1.8 
0.4 
1.6 
3.0 
3.9 
7.7 
3.6 
0.5 
2.1 
1.1 
3.4 
1.5 
1.3 
0 .7 
0 .7 
1.2 
0.6 
0 .8 
1.2 
0 .3 
2.1 
0.3 
0.5 
0.7 
2.9 
0 .2 
0.4 
0 .1 
0 .2 
0.1 
0.7 
2.9 
1.2 
1.7 
1.2 
0 .9 
0.4 
0 .0 
0.0 
0 .0 
0.2 
0 .6 
0.8 
1.9 
0 .8 
1.7 
0.8 
0.2 
0.2 
0.4 
0.6 
1.1 
0.9 
1.2 
0.5 
0 .8 
0.7 
0 .2 
0 .3 
Ethnicity : 
Spanish-origin 
No. % 
52 
41 
67 
2 
32 
19 
53 
17 
19 
5 
4 
6 
7 
12 
4 
39 
27 
45 
71 
219 
233 
176 
124 
238 
161 
255 
425 
363 
601 
294 
156 
219 
140 
69 
48 
37 
44 
37 
106 
104 
69 
16 
36 
43 
16 
17 
47 
11 
41 
97 
76 
90 
40 
42 
95 
47 
26 
68 
60 
32 
36 
111 
44 
84 
7 
54 
93 
115 
1.1 
1.5 
2.7 
0 .3 
1.4 
1.1 
2.3 
1.6 
1.2 
0 .4 
0.3 
1.0 
1.2 
3 .3 
0 .8 
1.8 
3.1 
4.0 
3.9 
8.2 
10.5 
9 .7 
5.6 
7 .5 
6.6 
12.8 
21.2 
12.6 
13.9 
4.7 
4 .6 
11.1 
6 .4 
2.0 
1.8 
0 .8 
0.9 
1.3 
2.4 
4 .5 
3.4 
2 .0 
2.3 
1.6 
0 .8 
0.5 
1.8 
0.4 
0.9 
2.0 
1.9 
2.9 
1.4 
1.8 
2.5 
0.9 
0.6 
1.6 
1.2 
1.1 
1.2 
2.5 
1.4 
1.7 
1.3 
1.1 
1.0 
2.0 
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TAl3Ll :J L<>lltinuccl 
TilL 1-'01-'ULA IION Of OOU <JL AS COUNTY, 8Y CI:NSUS THACT. 1980 
-~~:~ t.... w:,,~ -T' N~o~h;;;; -_ ·J- . =- :.::owhi" ]""''"'~odi.o - -------- ------1 Ethnicity : 
Census 
T ract 
Spanish-origin 
Population __ Nu_. _ % ~ ---~. No. % No. % No. % 
65 .01 7,262 
65 .02 5,554 
66.01 7,356 
66.02 4,729 
67.01 4,008 
67.02 5,083 
68.01 5,978 
68.02 3,818 
69.01 6,273 
69.02 7,993 
70 9,504 
71 7,025 
73.03 2,023 
73.04 1,606 
73.05 3,333 
73.06 2,369 
73.07 2,146 
74.03 3,770 
74.04 5,315 
74.05 627 
74.06 5,428 
74.07 3,905 
74.08 5,192 
74.09 1,644 
74.10 47 
74.11 5,689 
74.14 12,422 
74.15 7,469 
74.16 6,067 
74.17 9,626 
74.18 6,226 
74.19 6,632 
74.20 6,281 
74.21 8,213 
74.22 6,681 
75 13,457 
Omaha 311,681 
Douglas Co. 397,884 
Nebraska 1,570,006 
7,117 
4,891 
7,223 
4,552 
3,921 
5,013 
5,870 
3,791 
6,185 
7,895 
9,164 
6,853 
1,963 
1,490 
3 ,123 
2,248 
2,135 
3,610 
5,192 
494 
5,376 
3,846 
5,031 
1,610 
47 
5,624 
12,073 
7,084 
5.895 
9,484 
6,113 
6,510 
6 ,216 
7,979 
6,492 
13,379 
266,070 
349,304 
1,490,569 
98.0 
88.1 
98.2 
96.3 
97.8 
98.6 
98 .2 
99 .3 
98 .6 
98.8 
96.4 
97.6 
97.0 
92.8 
93.7 
94.9 
99.5 
95.8 
97.7 
78.8 
99.0 
98.5 
96.9 
97.9 
100.0 
98.9 
97.2 
94.8 
97.2 
98.5 
98.2 
98.2 
99.0 
97.2 
97.2 
99.4 
85.4 
87.8 
94.9 
145 
663 
133 
177 
87 
70 
108 
27 
88 
98 
340 
172 
60 
116 
210 
121 
11 
160 
123 
133 
52 
59 
161 
34 
0 
65 
349 
385 
172 
142 
113 
122 
65 
234 
189 
78 
45,611 
48,580 
79,437 
2.0 
11 .9 
1 .8 
3.7 
2.2 
1.4 
1.8 
0.7 
1.4 
1.2 
3 .6 
2.4 
3.0 
7.2 
6.3 
5 .1 
0 .5 
4.2 
2.3 
21.2 
1.0 
1.5 
3.1 
2.1 
0.0 
1 .1 
2.8 
5.2 
2.8 
1.5 
1.8 
1.8 
1.0 
2.8 
2.8 
0.6 
14.6 
12.2 
5 .1 
78 
595 
61 
71 
33 
10 
47 
2 
14 
33 
129 
24 
40 
106 
152 
101 
106 
61 
86 
8 
19 
76 
4 
5 
200 
299 
109 
50 
29 
22 
23 
104 
71 
13 
37,852 
39,831 
48,389 
Source of data is P.L. 94-171 Report for Nebraska, U.S. Bureau of the Census. 
CENSUS DATA AVAILABLE 
1 .1 
10.7 
0 .8 
1.5 
0 .8 
0 .2 
0.8 
0 .1 
0.2 
0.4 
1.4 
0.3 
2.0 
6.6 
4.6 
4 .3 
2.8 
1.1 
13.7 
0 .1 
0.5 
1.5 
0.2 
0.1 
1.6 
4.0 
1.8 
0.5 
0 .5 
0.3 
0.4 
1.3 
1.1 
0.1 
12.1 
10.0 
3.1 
12 
22 
16 
13 
7 
5 
7 
1 
12 
10 
27 
13 
6 
1 
13 
10 
6 
11 
5 
9 
2 
3 
15 
17 
2 
16 
7 
9 
13 
9 
10 
13 
13 
19 
20 
1,792 
1,947 
9,197 
0 .2 
0.4 
0 .2 
0.3 
0.2 
0 .1 
0.1 
0.0 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 
0.4 
0.4 
0.3 
0.3 
0.1 
1.4 
0.0 
0.1 
0.3 
1.0 
0.0 
0.1 
0.1 
0 .1 
0 .1 
0.1 
0 .2 
0.2 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 
0.6 
0.5 
0.6 
57 
13 
74 
32 
23 
45 
55 
10 
59 
44 
195 
182 
14 
13 
46 
19 
5 
40 
53 
42 
43 
48 
67 
34 
89 
121 
84 
73 
46 
76 
92 
46 
123 
97 
94 
7,304 
8,240 
28,020 
0.8 
0.2 
1.0 
0.7 
0.6 
0.9 
0.9 
0.3 
0.9 
0.6 
2.1 
2.6 
0.7 
0.8 
1.4 
0.8 
0.2 
1.1 
1.0 
6.7 
0.8 
1.2 
1.3 
2.1 
1.6 
1.0 
1.1 
1.2 
0.5 
1.2 
1.4 
0 .7 
1.5 
1.5 
0.7 
2.3 
2.1 
1.8 
The Data and Documents Library at the Center for Applied Urban Research has received the 
following reports from the U. S. Bureau of the Census. 
1980 Census of Population and Housing- Advance Reports. These are reports for all states 
and include data on number of persons by race and Spanish origin and housing unit counts. 
The data are tabulated for the state, counties, county subdivisions, incorporated places and 
congressional districts. 
1980 P.L. 94-171 for Nebraska . The data tabulate persons by race and Spanish origin for 
counties, census tracts, precincts, and blocks. This report is on microfiche but hard copy is 
available for Douglas County and by census tract for Sarpy and Lancaster Counties. 
This information is ava ilable to anyone interested . Contact Peg Hein, Data Base Coordinator at 
554-3414. 
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Distribution of omaha's Black Population 
By Murray Frost 
THE 1980 CENSUS reporrnl that 39,831 blacks lived in Douglas 
Counry on April 1, 1980. This was an 
increase of 5,109 (or 14.7 percent) from 
the 1970 Census. The proportion of 
blacks in Douglas County rose from 8.9 
percent in 1970 to 10.0 p.:rccnt in 
1980. 1 
The geographical distribution of the 
black population with in Douglas County 
remained highly concentrated but did 
show some increased dispersion. 
Concentration 
The black population of Omaha is 
concentrated in the northeast sector of 
the city. Less than 5 percent live west 
of 72nd Street; less than 8 percent live 
south of Dodge (three-fourths of these 
are east of 72nd Street, and two-fifths 
live in a single tract- Census Tract 29-
which includes the Southside Terrace 
apartments). Almost nine of every ten 
blacks in Douglas County (89 percent) 
live east of 72nd Street and north of 
Dodge Street. See Map 1. 
The center of the black population 
in Douglas County was estimated, 
utilizing a map based on census statistics 
at the block level (clustering population 
so that each dot represented 200 indi-
viduals). 2 The center-defined as the 
intersection of the two lines which divide 
the population into equal north~outh 
and east-west distributions- is approxi-
mately at 34th and Pratt Streets, close 
to the center of Census Tract 59.02. 
Dispersion 
Several measures of the concentration 
of blacks can be used to demonstrate 
increased dispersion of blacks since 1970. 
One measure examines the proportion of 
blacks who live in census tracts with 
varying ratc::s of black population con-
centration. This measure indicates a high 
rate of concentration in 1980 but some 
dispersion since 1970. The data in Table 
1 for 1980 indicate that 52 .6 perc<:nt of 
the blacks lived in census tracts that had a 
majority of blacks. More tha n a third 
( 34.2 percent) of all blacks lived in census 
tracts that were 80 percent or more 
black) Sec Map 6 B on page 10 fo r the 
locat ion of these tracts. 
Table:: 2 presents rhe same data for 
1970 and indica tes th at in 1970 a gre.1ter 
TABLE 
DISTRIBUTION OF BLACKS, 1980 
--- -·--
Percent Black No. of Total Black Percent Cumulative 
in Census Tract Census Tracts Population Population of Blacks Percent 
90-99.9% 3 4,217 3,978 10.0 10.0 
80-89.9% 5 11,085 9 ,637 24.2 34.2 
70-79.9% 2 3,520 2,542 6.4 40.6 
60-69.9% 2 2,907 1.838 4 .6 45.2 
50-59.9% 3 5,646 2,943 7.4 52.6 
40-49.9% 3 11,002 4 ,771 12.0 64.5 
30-39.9% 3 8,531 2.893 7 .3 71.8 
20-29.9% 3 18,896 5,406 13.6 85.4 
10-19.9% 4 11,841 1,464 3 .7 89.1 
0 - 9.9% 66 320,239 4,359 10.9 100.0 
Total 105 397,884 39.831 100.1 
TABLE 2 
DISTRIBUTION OF BLACKS, 1970 
Percent Black No. of Total Black Percent Cumulative 
in Census Tract Census Tracts Population Population of Blacks Percent 
90-99.9% 3 6,956 
80-89.9% 5 13,727 
70-79.9% 2 5 ,302 
60-69.9% - -
50-59.9% 3 7,321 
40-49.9% - -
30-39.9% 2 7,652 
20·29.9% 3 10,507 
10-19.9% 2 9,226 
0 - 9 .9% 76 328,764 
-
Tota l 96 389,455 
proportion of all blacks- three-fourths 
(75.1 percent) - lived in predominantly 
black census tracts. Similarly, in 1970 
more than half (5 2.0 percent) of all 
blacks lived in census tracts that were 
50 percent or m ore black. 
Othe r measures of black concentration 
include an index of dissimilarity (D) of 
the distributions of blacks and whites. It 
was based on the work of Taeuber and 
Taeuber,4 bu t utilized census tract data 
rather than block data and population 
rather than housing units. It measured 
the proportion of all blacks living in 
disproportionately black census tracts 
minus the proportion of all whites 
living in these tracts . 5 An index of 
black exposure to whites (Bx),6 which 
uses the number of blacks living in tracts 
of vary ing white concentrations, was 
~!so calculated ? Final!)', a relative 
measure of segregation (S),8 which relates 
th e ind.:x of black exposure to whites 
to the total proportion of blacks in the 
population, was calculatcd.9 All thn:c: 
m.:asu r.:s, u til iL ing census tract data 
for Douglas County, indicat.: a declin.: 
in black segregation. Table 3, which 
sum mari t.cs d1es.: index scnres, indicates 
6,600 19.0 19.0 
11,458 33.0 52.0 
4,085 11.8 63.8 
- - 63.8 
3,939 11 .3 75.1 
- - 75.1 
2,502 7.2 82.3 
2,479 7.1 89.4 
997 2.9 92.3 
2,662 7.7 100.0 
--- --
34,722 100.0 
changes ranging from 8.5 percent to 
29.3 percent. 
Migration 
The pattern of black migration in 
Omaha in the decade of the 1970's was 
also examined. The conceptualization of 
Taeuber and Taeuber,10 was used to 
examine changes in black and white 
population in those census tracts which 
had 250 or more blacks in 1980.ll 
Three of the 26 census tracts 
examined remained 90 percent or more 
black. Half of the tracts examined ( 13) 
had a gain in black population coupled 
with a loss of white population. In seven 
of the 13 the number of blacks in the 
tract exceeded 250 in 1980 but not in 
1970; these were labeled as "new e ntry" 
tracts. The other six had mon:: than 2 50 
blacks in both censuses and were labeled 
as "succession" tracts. Eigh t of th e tracts 
were labeled as " dec! ining" tracts because 
they had a decline in both the number 
n f blacks and the number of whi tes, 
although the black proportion o f the 
population inLreascd (because their rate 
of J.:clinc was slower than fo r whites) . 
MAP l 
NUMBEK OF BLACKS, BY CENSUS TRACTS, 1980 
* 
* 
MAP 2 
RACIAL CHANGE EAST OF 72ND STREET, 1970-80 
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T A BLE 3 
ML ASU I1l S U F Sl:. t.IO (i/\ I ION 
FOH DOUG LAS CUliNTY." 
1970 /\NO 1980 
-
PcJccnt 
1980 Hl70 Chdii\Je 
B lack 
Exposure (8><1 .432 .334 29 .3% 
Relative 
Segregation (SI .631 .731 13 .7% 
Distribution 
Dissimilarity (DI .773 .84 5 8.5% 
"Calculations based on census trac ts. 
Finally, two of the tracts with 250 or 
more blacks in 1980 showed a declining 
proportion of blacks and were labeled as 
"displacement" tracts. Both of these 
tracts had fewer blacks and fewer whites 
in 1980, but the rare of loss for the 
blacks was grearer.12 See Map 2. 
In summary, an analysis of the 1980 
~ 
Volume IX, Number 6 
Cc n~u ~ data currentl y ava ilable.: indicates 
.tn incrca~cd number o f blacks who arc 
~ ull Lirgdy cuncc.:ntratcd in the nurth-
casrc.:rn secror o f Omah a despite some.: 
Jispcr~ion in the previous decade. 
1 None of these figures addresses the ques-
t ion of possible undercounts in the 1970 and/or 
1980 Censuses- i.e., all calculations are based 
on the counts reported by the Bureau of the 
Census. 
2The map was compiled and supplied by 
John Zipay of the Metropolitan Area Planning 
Agency (MAPAI . 
3 A similar measure of white concentration 
indicates that 98.3% of the whites lived in 
tracts with a white majority (or to put it 
another way, only 1.7% of the whites lived 
in tracts in which they were a racial minority) . 
4 Karl E. Taeuber and Alma F. Taeuber, 
Negroes in Cities: Reside11tial Segregation 
and Neighborhood Change (New York : Aldine 
Publishing Company, 1965). 
5 0 = Bb-Wb 
B W where B = total black popu-
lation, W = total white population, Bb = total 
RE V IEW OF APPLIED URBAN RESEARCH 
black po pulation on disproportionately black 
tracts, and Wb - total white populatio n in 
d osproportoonately black tracts. 
6s ee Ann B. Schnare, " Trends in Resoden-
toal Sego egauon by Race : 1960-1970," Journal 
uj Urbo11 t:co11umics. VII (19BO). pp. 293-301 . 
7ax = 1 w. 
- E Bi ~ where B = total black B Ti 
population, Bi = black population in the ith 
tract, Wi = white population in ith t ract, and 
Ti = total population in the ith tract. 
8sch nare, op. cit. 
9s = (1 - Bxl ( 1 _ pBI where Bx =black exposure 
to whites (see previous formula), pB " pro-
portion of blacks in total population. 
10Taeuber and Taeuber, op. cit. 
11one census tract (74.15 which lies west of 
1-680) was omitted from the analysis because it 
did not exist in the 1970 census. 
12one o ther tract (Census Tract 14 which 
borders both of these "displacement·· tracts/ 
had more than 250 blacks in 1970 but less 
than that number in 1980; if this arbitracy 
minimum were not used it would also be 
classi lied as a "displacement" tract. 
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